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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF 
PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed on March 8> 2006 (hereinafter, "the Final 
Action**), and pursiiant to the Notice of Appeal and Pre- Appeal Brief Request for Review 
submitted herewith, the Applicant requests review of the following issues: 



1. Claim 17 is Allowable 

AppHcant respectfully traverses the rejection of claim 17 under 35 U,S,C, 103(a), in 
paragraph 5 of the Final Action, over US Patent No. 6,914,914 to Flood, et al ('Tlood") and 
further in view of US Patent No- 6,834,091 to litwin, Jr. ("litwin"). None of the cited 
references, including Flood and Litwin, disclose or suggest the specific combination of Claim 17. 
In contrast to Claim 17, Flood discloses a method and system for synchronizing controllers in an 
industrial control system, in which the controllers provide control signals to valves, solenoids, or 
motors to operate processes according to a control strategy stored in the controllers. Flood, coL 
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6, 11. 27-28, 42-48. Litwin discloses a single power line network in which various media players 
(VCRs, DVD players, CD players) are synchronized with each other via power line modems. 
Litwin, coL 2, IL 66 - col. 3, U. 5. Neither Flood, nor Litwin, discloses or suggests a method that 
includes receiving a plurality of audio data, video data, or a combination thereof, into a buffer at 
a destination device, where the plurality of audio data, video data, or a combination thereof, is 
transmitted by a first source device via a first network, as recited in Claim 17. Rather, Flood 
does not address multimedia data, and Litwin discloses synchronizing players of stored media, 
sruch as CDs, DVDs, video cassettes, and MPEG files. Thus, Claim 17 is allowable. 

Moreover, the cited references fail to suggest or disclose a motivation for making the 
asserted combination. Flood discloses an industrial control system that synchronizes valves, 
motorized pumps, solenoids and other actuators in different time zones, for example, in order to 
control industrial processes, machines, manufacturing equipment, and other industrial 
applications. Flood, coL 1, 11. 12-15, coL 3, 11. 24-27, col. 6, 11. 27-28. Litwin, on the other hand, 
discloses a single power line network that includes a hardwired electrical power system for a 
home or building that is connected via power line modems to a plurality of media devices, such 
as a VCR, DVD player, CD player, or other media device. Litwin, coL 2, 11. 67-col, 3, 11. 5, 
Litwin should not be combined with Flood, because the synch carriers used by Litwin to 
synchronize media players would not synchronize the industrial control devices used by Flood. 
Additionally, it is unlikely that industrial control devices in separate time zones would be 
coimected via a single electrical power line. The only motivation to make the asserted 
combination is provided by Applicant's disclosure. 

Further, even if the two references were combined, they would still not provide the 
transmission of audio data, video data, or a combination thereof, via a separate networic from the 
networic carrying synchronization pulses, as recited in Claim 17. For these additional reasons. 
Claim 17 is allOAvable. 
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2. Claims 45-46 are Allowable 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 45-46, in paragraph 9 of the Final 
Action, under 35 U-S-C §103(a) over Flood in view of US Patent No. 5,703,877 to Nuber, et al. 
("Nuber"), None of the cited references, including Flood and Nuber, disclose or suggest the 
specific combinations of Claims 45 and 46, In contrast to Claims 45 and 46, Flood discloses a 
method and system for synchronizing controllers in an industrial control system, in which the 
controllers provide control signals to valves, solenoids, or motors to operate processes according 
to a control strategy stored in the controllers. Flood, coL 6, 11. 27-28, 42-48. Nuber discloses 
processing digital andio data from a packetized data stream carrying television information, in 
which some of the packets contain clock reference values for synchronizing a decoder system 
time clock, in order to provide proper lip synchronization with associated video. Nuber, col, 4, 
U. 28-34. Neither Flood, nor Nuber, discloses or suggests a destination device that receives a 
plurality of audio data or video data from a first source device via a first network and receives a 
plurality of synchronization pulses from a second source device via a second network^ where the 
jSrst and second source devices axe physically separate, as recited in Claims 45 and 46. Rather, 
Flood does not address audio or video data, and Nuber discloses receiving clock reference values 
in the same packetized data stream as television information. Thus, Claims 45 and 46 are 
allowable. 

Moreover, the cited references fail to suggest or disclose a motivation for making the 
asserted combination. Flood discloses an industrial control system that synchronizes valves, 
motorized pumps, solenoids and other actuators in different time zones, for example, in order to 
control industrial processes, machines, manufacturing equipment, and other industrial 
applications. Flood, col. 1, U. 12-15, col. 3, 11. 24-27, coL 6, 11. 27-28. Nuber, on the other hand, 
discloses processing digital audio data from a packetized data stream carrying television 
infomiation, in which some of the packets contain clock reference values for synchronizing a 
decoder system time clock, in order to provide proper lip synchronization with associated video. 
Nuber, col. 4, U. 28-34, Abstract. Nuber should not be combined with Flood, because the clock 
reference values used by Litwin to synchronize lip movement would not synchronize the 

Page 3 of 5 U.S. App. No.: 09/903,040 



PA(S 8f1fl^ RCVD AT 512512006 11:08:08 AM [Eastern Oayip 



NO. 592 P. 9/10 



industrial control devices used by Flood. The only motivation to make the asserted combination 
is provided by Applicant's disclosure. 

Further, even if the two references were combraed, they would still not provide receivixig 
audio data transmitted by a first source device via a first network and receiving synchronization 
pulses transmitted by a second source device via a second network, as recited in Claims 45 and 
46. For these additional reasons. Claims 45 and 46 are allowable. 

3- Claim 47 is Allowable 

AppHcant respectfiilly traverses the rejection of claim 47, in paragraph 1 0 of the Final 
Action, under 35 US-C § 103(a) over Flood in view of US Patent No. 6,691,3 10 to Hirasawa, et 
al. C*Hirasawa''). None of the cited references, including Flood and Hirasawa, disclose or 
suggest the specific combination of Claim 47. In contrast to Claim 47, Flood discloses a method 
and system for synchronizing controllers in an industrial control system, in which the controllers 
provide control signals to valves, solenoids, or motors to operate processes according to a control 
strategy stored in the controllers. Flood, col. 6, 11. 27-28, 42-48, Hirasawa discloses a device to 
transmit information between a transmitter and a receiver* and a method to determine whether 
the infonnation vvas displayed at the receiver and to estimate a reason for rejection when the 
audience selects not to display the infonnation, Hirasawa, col. 1, 11. 53-col. 2, 11. 5. Neither 
Flood, nor Hirasawa, discloses or suggests one or more speakers that receive a plurality of audio 
data fi^om a first audio controller via a first network and a plurality of synchronization pulses 
from a second audio controller via a second network, where the first and second audio controllers 
are physically separate, as recited in Claim 47. Rather, Flood does not address audio or video 
data, and Hirasawa does not disclose synchronization of devices or a device that receives audio 
data and synchronization pulses via two separate networks. See, e.g., Hirasawa, FIG. 1 . Thus, 
Claim 47 is allowable. 

Moreover, the cited references fail to suggest or disclose a motivation for making the 
asserted combination. Flood discloses an industrial control system that synchronizes valves, 
motorized pimips, solenoids and other actuators in different time zones, for example, in order to 
control industrial processes, machines, manufacturing equipment, and other industrial 
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^plications. Flood, col 1, 11. 12-15, col 3, U- 24-27, col, 6, 11 27-28. Hirasawa, on the othes: 
hand, discloses a device to transmit information between a transmitter and a receiver, and a 
method to determine whether the information was displayed at the receiver and to estimate a 
reason for rejection when the audience selects not to display the information. Hirasawa, coL 1, 
11. 53-coL 2, 11. 5. Hirasawa should not be combined with Flood, because Hirasawa does not 
provide control signals to synchronize separate devices, such as the industrial control devices 
used by Flood. The only motivation to make the asserted combination is provided by 
Applicant's disclosure. 

Further, even if the two references were combined^ they would still not disclose receivirxg 
audio data transmitted by a first audio controller via a first network and receiving 
synchronization pulses transmitted by a second audio controller via a second network, as recited 
in Claim 47. For these additional reasons. Claim 47 is allowable. 



Applicant has pointed out specific features of the claims not disclosed, suggested or 
rendered obvious by the references applied to Claims 17 and 45-47 in the Final Action. 
Accordingly, AppUcant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the 
rejections, as well as an indication of allowability of each of the claims now pending. 

Applicant does not believe that any additional fees are due, but if the Commissioner 
believes additional fees are due, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which 
may be required, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-2469. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date 
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